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SENATOR ASHFORD: Thank you, Nr. President, yes. Nembers, we
have before us, yn thzs legyslative session, many bills whi ch
are designed to m ake government more cost-effective. W e have
b alls that axe d sygned to make busyness and cause bu s >ness to
be more cost-effective, and we have many balls designed to make
the agrycultural sector more cost-effec:ive. LB 225, I believe,
gzves us an opportunity to make the legal system and t he t ri al
practyce system ir. nur state more cost-~ffective. T h e b ill sets
up what h a s come to be known in the p"actice as a summary jury

~cea u r e . Th e s u aull d y y , > i a E c a u s c x ~ d

procedure w h ich has been used effectyv ly in five or six states
and in the federal court system here zn N eb r aska. Th y.s bi ll
will authoryze ou" dystrxct courts and county courts to provide
a system whereby the lytigants, the parties to a law su it an d
their attorneys, ca n n av e an oppo r tunity to l itygate, in a
relatyvely informal basys, the yssues of the i r ca se b e fo r e a

)ury of s y x persons chosen for the specific purpose of hearing
thxs partycular matter. T he puypose, oy course, is to encou> age
the parties to settle their cases pryor to a lengthy t rial of
the issues. E a syc a lly t he ju ry wou l d con v ene...would b e
convened by the ]udge, would sxt, as would a normal jury, bu t ,
ynstead of h ea ryng te st >mony from wytnesses, would receive as
evydence summary descrzptyons of the evidence presented b y th e
lawyers fo : the p art yes . The s u mmary jury would then make a
decis]on which would be brought forward to the parties a nd th e
atrorneys. And tho se attorneys and parties.... T his decision,
o f course, as Sen a tor Ch y zek ha s me nt ioned, it w ou ld be
nonb nding o n the p arties. It coulc not be used at any later
t r ya l o f t h e p ar t ye s . . .trial o f th e m att er, a nd it wou ld
hopefully result yn settlement. Now the actual tyme consumed in
thys procedure would be approxymately three to four hours. It
has been used effectively in the fe dey al courts in N eb ra ska.
There have been , I be li eve at th e t e stimony at th h e a ring
yndicated that there have been 14 cases tried b y summ ary ju ry
tryal be fore the federal courts, and all 14 cases were settled.
The cos t o f l eng t hy ju r y t r i a l I y t yg at o n y s d i f f i c u l t and i t i s
very high. We hear today about the cr ticysm that there are too
m any cases. I believe the real problem is not tha t th e r e are
too many c as es, t he v o lume of c a ses has remained relatively
s teady yn our dystrxct courts. T he py oblem is one of cost . I
believe that thzs summary jury trial system will, zn fact, based
on my experyence, substantially or sygnyfi cantly reduce costs in
those cases where the parties desyre to use it. A ga in, we are
o nly . . .we are not mandating thxs procedure xn any way. W e are
not denyyng lytigants, xndxvxduals, the right to the. acc ess to
the courts. W e are sim ply authorizing the courts to utilize
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